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Objective:

On December 7, 1981 Angela Morales (Source Monitoring Section), John Witkowski
(Emergency Response Section), Hank Wheat and Mike Skirka (Technical Assistance
Team) were asked to perform a joint inspection at Central Steel Drum located
at 704 Doremus Avenue, Newark, N.J. 07105. This site was referred to us by
enforcement to determine possible RCRA, CERCLA, NPDES and FWPCA violations.

History of site

Central Steel Drum (CSD) is a steel drum reconditioning company which accepts
"empty drums" for processing. Prior to the inception of this company, the
facility was used by an ink pigment manufacturer. '

C.S.D. Company processes approximately 3,000 thirty and fifty-five gallon "empty
drums" per day, but receives daily shipments of varying quantities of these drums.
Not all shipments are processed the same day since certain grades of drums are

are in higher demand than others. Approximately 30% of incoming drums formerly
contained material from the paint industry, 30-40% contained materials from the food
industry and the remaining 30~40% contain varying miscellaneous residues such as
adhesives, inks and sandy material.

Operating Process at Facility

C.8.D. Co. refinishes "empty drums" by putting them through a process line,
part of which involves incineration, cleaning and painting.

C.S.D. Co. claims to operate a "dry process", where water is not a waste
product but is recycled. The water in this operation is used for cooling
purposes associated with the incinerator.

At the beginning of the refinishing process, drums are turned upside down

on a conveyor line and moved through the drum incinerator where the residue
inside the drum is burned at 2,000° F. During the process, a sludge is generated
and accumulated by a scraper belt into an open bin. Any sludge not removed

by the scrapers is removed by hand and stored in open drums. The bin and any
drums containing this sludge is then takeq to the sludge incinerator that exposes
the sludge to a temperature range of 2,000-2,600°F for 8 hours (Official stated
C.S.D. Co. was having problems with the incinerator). The resultant ash is
then scraped out by hand from the incinerator and accumulated in a pile

10-15 feet away. This pile is reportedly placed on a concrete slab with no
containment or protection from wind or rain erosion. The pile is approximately
4-5 feet high and 15 feet in diameter.



C.S.D. Co. has their waste ash transported by Jonas Waste Removal located at
Barkridge Road, Sewell, N.J. 08080 and it is disposed of at Geological
Reclamation Operations and Waste Systems, Inc.(GROWS Inc.) located at Bordentown
NewFord Mill Road in Morrisville, PA. 19067.

FINDINGS: Based upon information provided by company officials and a review of
existing records.

Manifest System:

C.S.D. Co had an insufficient manifest system. The TSD facility certification
form was not found along with the generator form. Parts of the manifest were
not completely filled out(ie. DOT waste description was missing). In addition,
manifests for shipments prior to January 1981 were not available on request.
There were a total of 11 manifest out of a possible 17 shipments.

Inspection Schedule:

No written inspection plan was available upon request. No one is assigned the
responsibility of checking the waste for signs of disturbance.

Personnel Training:

No documents indicating job descriptions, actual training or future training to
be given to personnel were available upon request.

Contingency Plan:

No contingency plan was available. The emergency coordinator is the supervisor in
the vicinity of the emergency.

Operating Record:

No operating records were available upon request. Information on the location
waste analysis, and operating summary reports of the waste ash were not
available.

Closure and Post-Closure Plan:

No plans were available on request.

Waste Analysis Plan:

CSD did not have their own waste analysis plan but, Mr. Adamson, the plant
manager, showed us two waste analysis performed by GROWS Inc. on the ash pile
CSD manifests as non-hazardous. (See Appendix C for a recent EP Toxicity
waste analysis performed on the waste ash.)



Visual Inspection of Facility

Mr. Adamson conducted a tour of the facility operations. All members of
the inspection team were present with the exception of Mike Skirka who
stayed behind with the equipment that was brought to the facility.

En route to the incinerating portion of the facility we were conducted

past machinery that was throwing particules into the air and obstructing

our vision. In addition, "empty drums" were blocking the way and were immediately
removed by Mr. Adamson. Also, the corridors were filled with sludge and
particulate matter. Upon arriving at the incinerator, we found approximately
three men, without respiratory protection, loading drums with Sherwin-Williams
labels onto a conveyor belt leading into the incinerator. At this point

fumes were coming from the incinerator and Ms. Morales informed Mr. Adamson

that she could not stay at this point of the process for too long a period

of time. As the drums with Sherwin-Williams labels entered the incinerator,

a plume of grey smoke and combustion by-product was emitted from the incinerator.
At this point Hank Wheat, who was operating an HNU photoionization analyzer
(organic vapor detector) indicated to us that the meter had been fluctuating and
was now reading off scale(over 2,000 ppm). Standard operating procedure required
that we wear Self-Contained Breathing Apparatus(SCBA) protection so we immediately
left the incineration area. While leaving the area, another darker plume and

an acidic mist surrounded us. The incinerator operation came to a halt for

lunch break and the plume and mists dispersed.

Mr. Adamson then took us to the sludge burning incinerator and showed us how
the scraper system worked. He stated that the company was having problems with
the sludge incineratgr and that it was presently burning sludge at a temperature
range of 2,000-2,600 F for 8 hours. The resultant ash is scraped out of the
incinerator by hand and is accumulated on what appeared to be bare ground 15
feet away. The pile is offered no protection from the elements. The pile is
reportedly transported from the facility every ten days in a 20 cubic yard
container.

At this point it was noted by Ms. Morales and Mr. Wheat, that there were random
open drums filled with sludge matter and also drums with more than an inch of an
adhesive or resin material inside. Some drums were found laying on the ground in
disarray with resinous material spilling from it.

The inspection team then started back to the office and, en route, noted

what appeared to be a ditch on the southeastern part of the facility. When asked
what it was, Mr. Adamson stated that it was a small creek and that he would
provide us with the name when we returned to the office. The area around the
ditch appeared to be disturbed and the ditch had a green color with an oily
sheen to it. Upon arriving at the office, Mr. Adamson asked Mr. Fischer(the
company Secretary who signed the notification form) the name of the creek

and no one seemed to know.

This concluded the inspection.



DISCUSSION

CSD recycles "empty drums" and in the process a sludge is generated. This sludge

is then burned in a sludge burning incinerator which turns the sludge into an

ash. CSD does not perform waste analysis on their waste since they believe it

to be non-hazardous after it is burned. A waste analysis was performed by GROWS Inc.'s
outside independent laboratory, Ages Laboratory located in Potstown, PA. GROWS Inc.
has a Retesting Policy that requires that a sample of waste be tested every year
to insure that the waste they receive is the same as the initial shipment.

The initial sample in this case was tested on July 8, 1980 and the retested sample
was tested on July 16, 198l (Please note the date of letter in Appendix C.) The
analysis performed on the waste ash sample include a test for EP Toxicity which
showed the samplé“%o be EP Toxic for lead. CSD is in violation for not manifesting
their waste as hazardous and for not providing their own Waste Analysis Plan.

In a letter to Julio Morales-Sanchez, Director of Enforcement, (See Appendix A)

CSD stated it did not file for a Part A permit since they do not take in materials
for treatment nor do they store for more than 90 days. There seems to be confusion
on their part since these elements are not the only criteria for falling within
the jurisdiction of a TSD facility. This puts them in violation for treating
hazardous waste without a TSD permit. It appears from the letter that CSD may

have been in the computer system as having submitted a Part A application but,
then deleted as a result of their letter to EPA.

There have been additional violation such as lack of Records Inspection,
Facility Inspection and Contingency Plan. Also their waste pile and incinerator
do not meet RCRA specifications.

RECOMMENDATIONS :

Enforcement action be taken.

. Suggest that a sampling inspection be performed at the facility by both the
Air and Water Sections of EPA for possible contamination of air, soil, groundwater
and nearby creek.

Suggest that the Local Health Department be notified concerning health violations.
OSHA was called and arrived at the facility on December 8th, 1981. They cited
CSD for not having an adequate cover on one of their pulleys.

&

v CSD has called in Environmental Consulting Testing located in Cherry Hill, N.J.
to perform an environmental audit on the facility. It is recommended that EPA
obtain their report on the site which should be ready in approximately two weeks.

‘Notify DEP of CSD's operations and possible violations.
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I'nforcersnt Division

TIRU-  Barbara Metzqger, Director
Chviranental Services Division
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In any event, please advice us as to énv rvvions enforce-ont activities
at this site.
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bee: John Witkowski
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(202) 659-9475

August 4, 1980

r= - e \T . e T
ro: Members, Nalionzi

Re: Notification to EPA of Hezardous Waste Activily

Every member of the drum reconditioning industry should attach
this memo to their notification to EPA of involvement in hazardous waste
activity.
dvised :h‘s industry that an "empiy"
container, that forinerly contzined a material that would fall within the
classification of haz=rdous waste, is not 1tself a hazardous waste unless the
material is one of those listed in new Section 261.33(e).

EPA unofficially has a

EPA has refuszd to publish a formsl ecknowledgzement of this
position in the Fedaral P(,b.dr Ty with any explanation of the term "empty,"”
before the mandatory notification cate of August 18.

Prudent business practice, therefore, cc-z:p:".s every hendler of
"emply pec‘r.sging to give notice by August 18, 1930, of direet involvement
in the generation, transportation, storsge, treatiment and disposal of every
conceivable material that ini;ht be handled. EPA's failure to provide
ecscnmal ciarification in & tiinzly manner forees this é p‘;.oach, even thougn

Where the regula ]

i
Vo050 ik
rany who give notice inay not in fact be so enzzzed in waste handling.

ilations &nd the sagency leave »‘».-.y doubt, commercial
survival demands no i
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"Recenditioned and Relined Drums”
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Mr. Julio Morales-Sanchnz, Diractor ] gg ~%

Enforcenznt Jivision \\\ % f;v

U.S. Environmental Protection Azency /b e 5, =

Region 11 %

26 Federal Plaza Cx8 -

ew York, Mew York 10278 (}J e -
?:‘L_ o
N

Dear Mr, Yorcles-Sanchez: #

We are 5wﬁj“;[‘rc of cver 1000 kilos of weste
per month which we hold for less than (90) days.
W2 dispose of this waoste thr(ugn the mz=nifest

system at an =2pprovaed sitz in the State of Penna.

We do not teke in waste for treatment, nor do we
storzge woste for more than (90) days this is the
reason wo did not file For a Part A Permit,

- _——/—_\__

Very truly yeurs,

4/’4

o
-

CENTRAL S/T"r_L DRUM

'—\

)
f

4 S e / /'I -
Flen I,-Fischer,
Secretary
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This is to go novledge that You have filed 4 I\ot;f‘nmm of}{dzaidous Waste Actmty for

the insta :I t' o located at the addres; shown in the box below to ccmph with Section 3010

of the Ruow * Conservation and Recovery Ay (RCRA). Y our EPA [d: entification Numb er
for that insgan :t: “1 appears in the box bum The EPA 1d. itification Number must be

cluded on d” shipping Manifests for tran ting hazardous “astes; on all Any nual Repo
that genera s of hazardoys Wwaste, and oy els and operators of hazardoys waste’ tl’ﬁ‘dt..ul I
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ecology and environment, inc.

300 McGAW DRIVE, RARITAN CENTER, 2ND FLOOR, EDISON, NEW JERSEY 08837, TEL. 201-225-5659

<

International Specialists in the Environmental Sciences

MEMORANDUM
TO: Fred N. Rubel, Chief - Hazard Response Branch, U.8. EPA
FROM: Danny L. Barney, TATL II :. i
SUBJECT: Central Steel Drum Recyclers, Doremus Avenue, Newark, New Jersey

DATE: 18 September 1981

During the EPA/TAT response to a burning rail tank car of ethylene oxide in Newark,
New Jersey on 28 July 1981, TAT member Dave Marlowe and I were asked by the Newark
Fire Department (NFD) to conduct air monitoring at the nearby Circle Air Freight
facility. Although the freight facility was upwind of te burning car, we conducted
the test and did note above background readings with the HNU. We were :-hen escort-
ed by NFD 2nd Battalion Chief Nolan to the nearby Central Steel Drum Recyclers om
Doremus Avénue.

The recycling facility was closed for the night, with (reportedly) only a night
watchman present. The night watchman gave verbal permission for Marlowe and I to
survey the facility, which consists of an incinerator, drum painting buildings, and
open drum storage. The facility was extremely disreputable and housekeeping non-
existant. HNU readings were 20 to 30 ppm in open areas and 50 to 100 at the
entrance of the drum painting area. The site, which covers 5 to 10 acres 1is
virtually covered with pools of oil and various chemicals. The area is all filled
marsh and is not covered by concrete or asphalt. Along the back of the site, oil
and chemicals were observed flowing into adjacent ditches and wetlands. The number
of drums on the site is unknown, however, I would estimate the number to be in the
tans of thousands, many of which are leaking.

The incinerator was decrepit and had no scrubber system. Material cleaned from the
drums was being burned inside the incinerator.

Partially through the inspection, the night watchman paged Marlowe and I on a ?.A.
system, and asked us to report to the office. We wera then told we had to leave
immediately. The watchman at this point was very upset and gave every indicarion of
being extremely frightened. At that time we departed the site.

Thers is very strong visual evidence to suggest flagrent violations of NPDES, aCRA,
SWPCA, and CERCLA. Due to the nature of the site and the magnitude of the  rohlen,
I recomaend that a joint inspection be made by EPA, NJDEP, and local and State
health officials. I also strongly recommend that EPA attorneys become involved in
the case prior to any inspection, and that they provide the inspectors with any
available information concerning ownership of the site, previous violation history,

and current site status.
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. Ul T RCRA GENERATOR INSPECTION FORM

— M DoutEagm77 i
CO”IPANY ADDRESS:. r/Uv‘ Doranus /{\00 ‘ gt i L

M{U’AKK /Oj C’)l’”//\a—’
COMPANY‘CONTACT‘OR.OFFICIAﬁ '“‘>

INSPECIOR'S: NAME: - ; ._:

(¢} U< ﬂdﬂzms&q
) T gelo /“a9ﬂ14?
TITIE« rLLnL HGJ/*N.S// e o /ORGANTZATIONz: - ™
SR @t 1) 28500 R 80\wwmt%’“'1cw\
CHECK IF FACILITY IS ALSO: A TSD. - DATE OF INSPECTION= =
o ERCHITY X/ » o
‘ N | oy '“H”’i

< % there: reasom. to believer that. the fac:.l:.ty_r has harardous
o ~-‘»>~‘--waste'on; s:.te” : : : N I e e o

7 Campany” admits: that its- waste:f is hazardous: dumng: th&

¥ ipspection. I S
: /_Q‘Zcisngany admitted the waste is hazardous im its. RCRA: - - -

notification and/or Part A Eermit Application..

/ ) ‘The: waste material is listed im the: requlations: as' a: B
~ hazardous waste from a nonspecific source (§261.31)

// The waste material is listed in. the regulations: as a
hazardous: waste from a specific source (§26L.32)

- « 7 "/ The material or prcduct is: listed in the requlations as: &
discarded commercial. chemical croduct (§261.33)
WAL

EPA testing has shown characteristics of J.gnltablln,ty,
- - 2- corrosivity, reactivity or extraction orocedure toxicity,.
or has' revealed hazardous ronst:.tuents (please attach

analysis recort) APP”’OL“ in ev@/-e et wIPTIe 5 e e

/_ / Company 1is unsure but there- is reason to. believe that waste
materials are hazardous. (Explain)
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- d.. Describe ther activities fhat result in: the generatlon

__Is hazardous waste: stoned on. sn:e"* ‘

ab..,f Nﬁai: is: the Iongest. perlqi that. 11: has been- acczmulated”" K

b. Is there reason to believe that there are hazardous , —_.
wastes. on-site which the company claims are merely ; = / :
products: or raw materials? Y

—Bleése.-—exgla:‘:m»

c.. —Identity- thehazardous wastes. that are on-site,. and
estimate: apptoxmate quant:.tles of. each . g I
Uqw”ce z‘f%h pile 45 +-pe “‘S“ 13 WL s Keet Uiy

-of hazardous—waste..
Reocdue Uy e Uiside &) dusms
(x/bLIUﬂélﬁv UV ;Z~ Q¢£L.02/$1 XJ\' F} 1iﬂqlLJ

- xit

MC\n‘t’\')lL\ g
b. Is the date when drums were placed in storage marked on
gach drum? (,/Du aste (3 not staved. tn ELYLLYY)S
ur Th & Pdfio

Has: hazardous waste been shlpoed frcm this facility since: 4
Novemper 19, 19802 i

- d. If "yes," approximately how many shipments were made?

Approximately how many hazardous: waste: shipments off site- have

peen made since Hovember 19, 19802 Apcyar, W 2\ ipgits —
T—‘ffmb ovted Uin a Q0 Wdote ygrd L\ﬂ‘&uu AL\
it appear from the aval.iab.Le Information that there is

a- manifest copy available for each hazardous waste shipment
that has been made?

—E£ "no'or "den't know," please elaborate.
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C.-

Ec_:es eaa rnarEE'est (or a representative sample) have’

the following information?

a manifest document number.

the generator's name, mailing address,
telephone: number,. and EPA identification
number ‘

thee:a-mev, ;xd' EPA. identification number of each
transporter

the name, address and EPA identification number -

of the designated facility and an alternate facility,

if any:

£ )

w

a description of the wastes (DOT) :
:~n:

the total quantity of each hazardous: waste by- un:.%

of weight or volume, and: the: type: and number of Con--

- tainers as' loaded: into orr onto the: transport.vehicle-

mH")l =

Were there any hazardous wastes

a. certification that the materials are properly
classified, described, packaged, marked, and labeled,
and are in prover condition for transportation under
regulations of the Department of Transportation and
the: EPA

2O
YES NO @ NOW

(& LACIFELTED 4e Lo >~H/+4f}/g&)o.,$/‘f)mui€>7“

St b RS MG t%éﬁi‘d an site at the t

of the inspection?

Ken-

If "ves," do they apvear proverly packaged (if in con-—
tainers) or, if in tanks, are the tanks secure?’

If not properly packaged or in secure tanks, please
explain..

LokrsTz  ASH Pl BEPorTeDLY PLACED 010 A
oS ”""'u &)th(\ /‘“ITNZ)' A H /VOL/ e WAS UL\S’ )
<

! # 0> FROM A
Are ‘contaliers cj.ear Y marxed and labelled? 21 ¢ L OTS. 2

OVSTAIOME ST \“l SIEM O
e (pITAILERS NA

Do any containers sppear to be leaking?

If "ves," zpproximately how many?
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*(6)

(7Y

(8)

4
Has the generator sukmitted an annual report to EPA covering
the previous. calendar year?

a. How do you know?

Has the generator received signed' copies (fram the: TSD:
facility) of all manifests for wastes shipped off site .. . ._.
rore thar 35 days ago? Lot Al Mawtesl (Dere %fcu&ng(ﬁw i
Dor (deve Al The oD (arbGoathon Stodowents fondlible
a. If "no,™ haver Exception Reports: beerr submitted-to. EPA: 2
covering these shipments?2 &l '

General comments.. ' ' P

The effective date for this reguirement is March 1, 1982.



2CRE TREATMENT, STORAGE AND DISPOSAL FACILITY INSPECTION FORM
FOR TSD FACILITIES ONLY

COMPANY NAME: Oé’ﬁf{jj \Tt:%\ Jyum 'h() EPA I.D. Number:
ey o TR DoINE3S T
coupany aporess: 04 DOREMUS AUVENUE | UEWARK,, LO-1- 0110

COMPANY CONTACT OR OFFICIAL: OTHER ENVIRCNMENTAL PERMITS HELD
n L0 e
My. Poul Aolownmsongy eacrrary: /7 weres”

mme: Plat Mavager” /7 ar 1 NONIZ
(;b[) 24 ~%E05 /7 OTHER /g
INSPECTOR'S NAME: DATE OF INSPECTICN:
Angela_ Hovules 12]71]31
SRANCH,/OREENTZAEION: TIME OF DAY TNSPECI‘ION TOOK PLACE

Suuroet lance ¥ Moutoring 20 | Q4s

(1) Is there reason tO believe that the/facility .‘as r1az.au:c1ol.1\'.s

)

waste on site? [(v& 3
L
e
a. If ves, what-leads you to pelieve 1t 1S hazaraous waste?
gheck appropriate box:

_cmeany 2amlits rnat LCLS waste Ls 1azarllus Suring the

nspection.

i7/ Company admitted the waste 1S nazarcous 1n 1ts RCRA notification
ang/or Part A Permit appllcatlion.
/7 The waste material 1s listed 1n the regulations as a
hazardous waste from a nonspeclilc source (§261.31)

/7 The waste material 1s listed in the regulations

as a hazardous waste [rom a specl ific source (§261.32)

’—/ The material or product 1s listed 1n the regulations as a
discarded commercial chemical product (§261.33)

_V ZPA testing has sSnown characteristics Of ignitability,
corrosivity, reactivity or extraction procedure toxicity,
or has revealed haz r"ous constituents ’ole=se attach

analysis report) PP@V\JJ.\L C, Lh 'Re?a('&

/7 Company 1is-unsure obut there 15 reason to pelleve that waste
—aterials are nazardous. (Explain)

C. Is there reason tO pelileve that there are

hazardous wastes on-site wnlch tne CGmpary
ilaims are mersly products Or raw materials?

0

c. Identify the nazardous wWastes are on=site,
2nd estimats ZDroximate guancicles oL each.

Waste e Generacted o iy Q dvun ve Bwghing

—~z N : a a
ooexabon, vRle 18 4=
(2) ©DEces &."‘.e facility generatc nazardous wa
(3) Does the facility Transport nazardous waste? ‘\/

as

nazardous waste?

oes the :ac;L;:v- étore)ar dispose of /

;_Lé? ’Hdl(’ka Irﬁf’f(\n J)L&md“r
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- VISUAL OBSERVATIONS
DCN'T
(S) SITE SECURITY (§265.14) YES NO , KNOW
a.ﬁLIs there a 24-hour surveillance system? !
fEZVEiY\ QL(XXLQ&, ¢o. Is there a suitable parrier which completely
surrcunds the active portion of the facility?

budt o P@wb ®

Qv rnop G- Are there “Danger-Unauthorized Personnel Xeep
owAaas WA, out" signs gosted at each entrance to the

tacility?

#Quaxd on acte d@ Nw\tﬁ qek Hom 43’)’\ Tam and. duing
ﬂﬂ LL\Q&kU\u ack (o“’k(.ﬂ-— ugm, Huur)

(6) Are there ignitable, reactive or ilncompatibl
wastes on site? (§265.27)

*‘ "wES", what are the approximate guantities?

VU( ent “oased m)[heﬂuz, reacdue Un dvums

Mmoo _— - -
YES" , nave vfabaugﬁuua oeen taken O prevent

accidentizl ignition Or reactlicon of Lgn-t_ble
or reactive waste?

W

6]

e nmyman
£ "YESY, explain

(67

. In your opinion, are prcoer precautions taken soO
that these wastes dc not:

- generate extreme heat Or Dressure, fire

or explosion, or viclent reaction?

- produce uncontrolled toxic mists, -;mes,
dusts, or gases in sufficent guantities
to threaten human health?

- prcduce uncontrolled flammaple fumes Or
gases 1n sufficient quantities to pose a
risk of fire or explcsions?

e, bl

- damage tne structural lntegrity of the
device or facility containing the waste?

- +threaten human nealth or the environment?

o
Al
|

Dlease explain vour answers, and camment 1f necessary.

[

. Are there anv additional Drecautlions which vou
would recommend tO LMprove Nazardous waste

f~"”lln€ SCCCQ””“°S &t the _“u--‘J”

ij,, taze See ajtuahéoL re\w;v‘t.

"“DVEWC-CH

~Aazz 2o

3<eB3:34)
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(9)

3 DIN'T

i//\&m
j,

- an 1internal communications or alarm system?

- a telephone or other device to summon emergency
assistance from local authorities?

portable fire equipment?
adeguate alsle space?
- in your om.mcn, do the types of wastes On sSite

require all of the apove procedures, Or are some
not needed? -_xplam.

<

alNof the EQO\(e

lCR '
or are

dlliie

your \_'le type wastexin site reé}glre
Gures not neagded? Explaln

H‘

Have you ’“qwef"-..q to verily that the QrOUncWater

monitoring wells (1f any) ment tioned in the facility's
groundwater mOnltoring plan (see no. 19 below) are

"C"

‘.‘._V ...Sx.u...-c’:..’
0 &REUOD MO oG PLAI.,

oDlease

1£ vou have, commen as appropriate.

¢,

Is there any reason <o believe that grouncwater
contamination already exists :rom this “ac*.L*"v"

if “WS" explain., F&MU P Q o \\\‘ - .
‘ pwfaj tnehes belo.

& l

OpRY: Ground (® . ' $
'_zg, De.Ll tHat operation ‘:“.1 tacil Ltv

Aa'v m._ech :*cu:* pater cuclﬁ’v’

2 L\’)( NELY) ,
c. £ "Y“"'r laz eaae {ee LUOCrp< @{Q) @P(&mabm
SECORDS INSPECTICH

) Has the facilicy received hazardous waste Lrom 4

an off-site source since liov. 19, 3.980 (eftfective

date of the regulations)? [ eye lmﬂe 2

gt Olmm pvitounen reaie taan Atndb

] pw{ : m%ma oa_ ﬁbg :( ’ L

[§]

M m*‘”g{ Lou’e 119& \()LL*_ “ieae VVlGL.u(!;fgé
(0'8 \&am 1q KI (Lsa
s ach manifest (or a representatlve S '—'“‘:-
":e f:;;ow ng -:icma-:lcn?

manifest docament number

5j - N@UTE LORSTE ARE MURUOIFESTED AS OO~ H#2ARTOUS BUT LOASTE ALALPS (3
1\ T < — 2 2 s
FPRUEN BU T2 AL FANILITY TIUDIOATES THE LOASTE. ASH TOBE.

P TV,



4 ' CON'T
YES, NO KA
- the generator's name, mailing address, telephone /
numpber, and EPA 1dentification number
- the name, and EPA identification number of each
transporter

- the name, address and EPA 1dentification number
of the designated facility and an
alternate facility, if any;

- a DOT description of the wastes

| e |

- the total quantity of each nazardous waste oV
units of weight or volume, and the type and
numper of containers as loaded into Or Onto
the transport vehicle

|

- a certification that
properly classified,

the materials are
described, packaged,
and are in proper

marked, and labeled,
condition for transportation under regula-
cions of the Department of Transportation
and the EPA

< Are thers any indications shat urmanifested
hazardous wastes have been received since

Novemper 19, 19802 If YES, explain.

R

o 11} Does the facility have a written waste analysis
oplan specilylng CestT methods, sampling methods

and sampling freguency? (§265.13)

5. Does the character Of wastes handled at the
facility change from day ™ day, week O week,
etc., thus requiring freguent tes ing?

(You may check more than one)

Waste characteristics vary

All wastes are pasically the same
Company treats all waste as hazardous

Don't Xn
5. Does hazardous waste come O this facility

from off-site sources? K4
c. If waste comes from an off-site source, are

thers procedures in the olan to insure that

wastes received conform tO
manifest?

the accompanying

N/

jols Does the scneguls identiZy Tne types OL
oroplets o e looxkec O and the crejuency

c. Does the owner/operator record i.spections
in a lcg?

4. 1Is there =vidence that croplems reported
in rhe inspection log have not oeen remedied?
I+ "YES," please explain.




MARY Lo BE

APPLLOABLE

APPLCABLE

S F
oCN'T
5 YES NO KW

PERSONNEL TRAINING (§265.16)

15 there written documentation of the following:

- djob title for each position at the facility
related t5 hazardous waste management and the
name of the employee £illing each job?

- type and amount of training to be given to
personnel in Joos related to hazardous waste
management? \

- actual training 'or experience received v
persomel?

Noes the facility have a written cont ingency plan
for emergency procedures designed to deal with
£ires, nxolcs;on or any unplanned release of

nazardous waste?
§265.51)

a. Does the plan describe arrangements made with
local authorities?

n. Has the contlingency plan been suomlitiead

4 4
—— ~ ay il =4 s
TOo OCOL Al =

How do you Know?

d. Does the plan have a list of wnat emergency
equipment is available?

]

Ts there a orovision for evacuating facility
perscnnel?

|
bk
|

Was an Smergency Ccordinator present or on
call at the time of, the inspection?

?m@r end 7)’&‘1"\11?’/( Hﬂ(’ ‘«JFTLL\U\/
WY

‘:’Ls 3
Dces th owre* /ooegé <ev=:> a written cperating
record with: ,5._63.'3)

rh

[

—2- a description of wastes I ceived with methods

()}

=

f=Y
and dates of trsathment, STOrage or disposali,

_ location and quantity of each waste?

3 s , .= detailed ords and results of waste analysis and
MAY NoT BE

tests periormed On wastss Cd ing 10Lo the
facility? . L‘/A

- iled cperating SUmmArY rEPOrTS and descristion
T 1 emer ; incidents that reguirsd the imolementa—-
o & i acility contingency plan?

‘acility have writien closure and /‘
= plans? (§263.110) !

written closure plan include:

- a description of how and when the facility
will oe .art;al‘v (if applicable) and

ultimately closed?

t

|

—_—_—

x

offar-ive date for thils redu

Jirement 1s May 19, 198l.
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|
- 1
DON'T
6 YES NO KNCOW
|

- an estimate of the maximum inventory of
wastes in storage or treatment at any
time during the life of the facility?

_ a description of the steps necessary o
decontaminate facility egquipment during
closure? :

_ a schedule for final closure including
the anticipated date when wastes will
no longer be recelved and when final
closure will be completed?

5. What is the anticipated date for final
closure?

+c. Does the owner/cperator nave a written
post-closure plan identifying the activities
which will be carried on after closure and

the frequency of these a +ivities?

4. Does the written post-closure plan include:

- a description of planned groundwater
sonitcring activities and their frequencies
during post-closure?

- a description of planned maintenance activities
and freguencies O =nsure integrity of f£imal
cover during post-closure?

_ the name, address and phone number of a
person or office toO contact during
post-closure?

=(17) Does the owner/operator have a written estimate
of the cost of closing the facility? (§265.142)
What is it?

estimate of the cost for post-closure
monitoring and maintenance?
Wnat is it? (§265.144)

Has a grounawater Tonitoring plan been submitted

=(18) Does the owner/operator have a written v//

b
fvel

=5 the Regicnal Adminlstrator tor facilities con-

, raining a surfa impoundment, langfill or land
treatment Qroces (This requirement Joes not
apply to recycling facilities.) (5265.90)

en installed hvdraulically uEp
£ -he waste mangement area?

Ge OIS na
mitoring walls
- 1 -
at the limit oO-

S =
* mhis section applies only ©@ disposal facilities.

x

cffective date for this requirement is May 19, 1981.




-
SITE-SPECIFIC

please circle all approoriate activities and answer questions
on indicated pages for all activities circled. When you submit your report,
include only those site—specific pages that you have used.

STORAGE TREATMENT DISPOSAL

m Tank p. 8 Lardfill pp. 10-11

Surface Impoundment p. 8 Surface Impoundment pp. 8-9 Land Treatment
oo, 9, 10

Container p. 7 i Incineration pp. 12-13 Surface Impound-
ment p. 8

Tank, above ground p. 8 [ Thermal Treatment pp. 12-13

! Other
Tank, below ground p. 8 Land Treatment pp. 9-10
Other Chemical, physical p. 13
and Biological
Treatment (other than
in tanks, surface impound-
ment or land treatment DON'T
facilities) YES O ROW
Other
CONTAINERS (§265.170)
1. Are there any leaking containers?

v;. IIWSH ;‘{,,‘a‘ln.
QOME (n aning Yomph ..AYU.ms weqe seen ubt\'(e\ Hhewr
L\y\ ﬁ_{m mﬁ'\t \X\ ‘e § WD
2. Are thers any containers which appear 1n danger f

of leaking?
If "YES", explain.

3. Do wastes apoear compatible with c containexr

materials?
4. Are all containers closed sxcept those 1n ase?
5. Do containers apcear to De oOpened, handled [

or stored in a manner which may rupture the
containers or cause them to leak?

8. Are containers nolding ignitable or reactive
wastes located at least 15 meters (50 fest) from

- = 514 sl — 1
she facility's prooerty 1

9. What is the approximate number and size of
containers w1th nazardous ~asbes‘>

ﬂ?@ Te;u, 55 godlon Aywms wﬂfcum% o (o Adg
o The (ﬂD[M‘.)!LfD/ PYOLESEES .




TANKS (§265.190)

Are there any leaking tanks?
I+ "YES", explain.

Are there any tanks which appear in danger of
leaking.
If "vES", explain.

Are wastes or treatment reagents being
placed 1n tanks which could cause them to
rupture, leak, corrode or otherwise fail?
If "YES", explain.

£ hav
of freepoard or an adequate contalnment
structure?

Do uncovered tanks have at least 2 feet

hers nazardcus wasts .3 JonTiiUsusLy
sed into a tank, is the tank equipped with
a means to stop this inflow?

Does it appear that incompatible wastes
are being stored in clcse proximity te one
another, or in the same tank?

1f "YES", explain.

How often does the plant manager claim to
inspect container storage areas?

Are ignitable or reactive wastes stored in
a manner which protects them from a source
of ignition or reaction?

If "yES", explain.

[

What is the approximate number and siz

—-— = —~ =1 - ~ mmema <~ . - 2
-3nKS contalning nazaracus ~wastes:

SURFACE IMPCUNDMENTS (§263.220)

feet of freebcard

| ool

s there at least

he

LV S

T uncnent

e JROUn=s

integrl

13

DCN'T
KNOW



g =

4, Are mnlta!he or reactlve wastes being placed
in sur‘ace .ﬂpouncments without being treated
+to remove these characteristics?

If “YES",; explaln.

5. Are there any leaks, failures or is there
any Jereriorization in the impoundments?
If "VES", explain.

6. Give the approximate size of surface

impoundments (gallons or cubic feet).

WASTE PILES (§265.250)

1. Is the waste pile protected from wind
erosion?

- e e
e ——=3

(v mvArEassion?

Explain what type Of protectlon exists.

Qlaumwl t2 Cu,chaumPc le,

Does it appear that incanpatib
being stored 1n the same waste
1f "yEs", explain.

=

1 =yt 3; are
?

e'wa
pile

run—off from a pile a hazardous
axnlaln this determination and
(a) and (b) below.

¢Of>€ Ree Lhete Jm(lﬂ
Is the pile placed on an hmme
hase that is compatible with the waStE?
b. 1Is the pile protected from precipitation
and run-on?

4.. In your
wastes 7
orotected
wnich may <hem
Please explain Cr
are present.

-ayusa o

1ar

indicate

are they

they

o

Ore  Wooske ”\Dt(c uﬂwm 4-<

AND TREATMED

{IENT (§263.270)
ility operator demonstrate that
has “ncn ~ade less or

-n or on

ke

\'w TX (&YL’Y\(’O{,

DCN'T
KNOW

r A

A tononctr. Slab as
None Lok

wyecble

&S

o

GRoWR T,
ppene e O

Qé IUSY) V1S 4&% (v Aliomet



=5. Is run-on diverted away from the active
cortions of the land treatment facility?

=3, Is run-off collected?

4. Are food chain crops being grown on the
facility property?

a. If "YES", can the facility operator
Socument that arsenic, lead and mercury:

- will not be transferred to the crop
or ingested by food chain animals or

_ will not occur in greater concentra-—
tions in the crops grown on the land
creatment facility than in the same
croos grown on untreated soils.

5. Has notification of the growing of th
food chain croos teen made to the

Regicnal Administrator?

z Te - - o e A
5. Is there z written and implemented plan
for unsaturated zone TON1toring?

6. Are there records of the application dates,
application rates, guantities and location

of each hazardous waste placed in the fa ility?

. Do the cleosurs and post-closure plans address:

a. control of migration Of nazardous wastes
into the groundwater?

5. control of run-off, rslease of airborne
garticulate contaminants?

c. compliance with reguirements for the
growth of Zood-chaln Crops (if they are
present)?

8. Is ignitable or reactlve waste immnediately
incoroorated into the soil so the resulting
waste no longer meets that definition?

Ir "VES", explain.

g, Are incompatibls wastes olaced i1n the same
land freatment area?
I£ "vES", explain.
10. receiving
T2DFIIIS (§265.200)
A e
<

x £ffactive date for these reguirements 1s May 19,

These r=quirements ares =fIecTive LOVETDED 19, 1981.

18



11 YES NO  KNCW

3.. Is waste which is subject to wind dispersal
controlled?
Explain.

4. Does the cwner/operator maintain a map with:

- the exact location and dimensions of
each cell

- the contents of each cell and approximate
location of each hazardous waste type

5.. Do the closure and post-closure plans
address:

- control of pollutant migration via
ground water?

- control of surface water infiltration?
- prevention of erosion?
6. Is ignitable or reactive waste created

before being placed in the landfill?
Explain how you Xnow.

7.. Are precaution en to insure that incompatible wastes
are not placed in the same landfill cell?
’C R -

£0", explain.

3.. Are bulk or ncn—containerized wastes
containing free liquids placed in
the landfill?
:f "WS"
a. Eces the landfill nave a liner which
is chemically and physically resistant
to the added liquld?

n. TIs the waste treated and stabilized
so that free liguids are no longer

Dresent?

=9, Are containers holding liquid waste or
waste containing free liguids placed in
the landfill?

10. Are ex ¢ i ( those contain-
‘ 1/ ] i placed

added or
they

fnat 1s the acoroximate area of the
hazardous waste landfill?

oEes 3t 3 = -y - 3 N \ o 1 1
* cffacrive date for this reguirement 1s Novemoer 19, 1981



12
INCINERATORS AND THERMAL TREATMENT
(55265.340 and 265.379) DON'T
YES NO KNOW

1. What type of incinerator or thermal treatment is
at the site (e.g. waterwall incinerator, boiler,
4 5 fluidized bed, etc.)? g :
‘ %M“QJI' z‘)‘“s bduval Gas it on &j@cmm/
ngtallec . :
¢ St € » be . Comenteol 1t aun dfter e
450, 2. Was hazardous waste belng incinerated or
thermally treated during your inspection?
1f "vES", answer all followlng questlons.
If "™NO", answer only guestions 3 and 7.

3. Has waste analysis been performed (and written records kept) to
include:

e - heating = 1 f the waste
ey B ng value of e wast
-
i1 - halocgen content v//

: = sulfur content

concentration of lead

I}’\\Il
|
|

- concentration of mercury

NOTE: Waste analysis need not be performed on each waste load if
if there are documented data avallaple to show waste characteristics
that do not vary. If there are such Socumented data availaple,
check here | i

4. Does it appear that the owner/operator brings
H1s chermal ctreatment process to steady state
(normal) conditions of coeration before
intrcducing hazardous wastes? N
5. Did it appear during your inspection that there was adequate
monitoring and inspection by cwner/operator every 15 minutes
during hazardous waste incineration Zor:

|
U
(™
b
P
-
b
fu
r
l\‘

1
&
I-
th
1]
(
4}

6
%
N
:
<

|
|
|

| !
"y (72}
;D SI
(1] !!
ai (]
508
o "~
[ )
o :
I0)

|_4

(J

¢

o

r{

(6]

I

wn

. Is there open burning of hazardous
waste?




s e

o —— —=

w

a. TIf "YES", what is beinrg burned?
(only burning or detonation
of explcsives is permitted)

b. If open burning or detonation of explosives is taking
olace, approximately what is the distance from the open
pburning or detonaticn to the property of others?

6. Does the incinerator appear to be operating
properly? (Do emergency shutdown controls
and system alarms seem O be in good working

order?) Please explain. “Plant MQ»’YK{&Q‘Y,M M’)SCY‘;
ool Hhere were problems Hh the {@YY)?@Y(L"JZMQ

ol the (ntinator.

2. Is there any evidence of fugitive emissions?

7. 1Is the residue from the incinerator treated

by the owner as a hazardous waste? 4

Please =xplain. " _ , e

(Waste (g \oc'&vwg momitested G -

Non ha2ard

Y
8. What types of air p‘é‘l?ution control devices (1f any)
are installed on the incinerator?

Dot Know

CHEMICAL, PHYSICAL AND BIOLOGICAL TREATMENT (§265.400)

.

1. Does the treatment process SysStel show any
signs of ruptures, leaks, or corrosion?
pPlease =xplain.

1

2. Is there a means to sStop the inflow of
continucusiy-fed hazardous wastes?

3. 1Is there ignitable or reactive waste Zed
into the treatment system?

If "VES", has it been treated Or orotected
from any material or conditi
cause it to lgnite Or react
explain how.

Ars the inccmoatible wastes placsa 10
the same trea—ent process?

£ nwypgn a3
1f "YES", expialn.

ol X kg §

ut

. Describe the zreatment SYsSTen ac this facility.




APPENDIX B: SITE LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION
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APPENDIX C: WASTE ANALYSIS



Contald Steet Drigm g

GEOLOGICAL RECLAMATION
OPERATIONS AND WASTE
SYSTEMS, INC. (G.R.O.W.S)
BbvteioncohHiiiente Resowsoon Sarioration

Bordentown and New Ford Mill Rosd, Morrisville, PA 19067
Phone: (215) 2956-8114

November 6, 1981

Mr. Gerald Greenburg
Central Steel Drum Co.
704 Doremus Avenue
Newark, New Jersey 07105

Re: D-148 "Incinerator Residue"
Dear Sir:

Enclosed are the results of an analysis of a sample, of the above referenced
waste material, generated by your company. This sample was obtained directly
from a shipment of the subject waste stream, prior to disposal at G.R.0.W.S.

If the analytical results of certain parameters on the accompanying data

sheet are circled, then they are considered to have been present in the sample

of the waste, in concentrations excessive enough to warrant concern. Therefore,
G.R.0.W.S., Inc. requests, in writing, a detailed explanation for the presence

of these concentration levels or whether they are considered to be representative
of the waste stream.

This explanation should be submitted to G.R.0.W.S. within thirty working days of
the date on this letter. If we do not receive a response within the specified
time period, disposal of this waste material, at G.R.O.W.S., may be terminated,
with subsequent notice to the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Resources.

If there are no parameters circled on the Retest Data Sheet, then the results
were considered to be acceptable and no response from your company is required.

Please contact us if you have any questions.

Sincerely, ///
4/ ,,‘,,// % 2%
- Samuel-M. Xybrand

SML:ms



4

G.R.OW.S., INC.
G.R.O.W.S. RETEST DATA SHEET

cenerator _ (QEDTPAL STl DRLM

WASTE STREAM DESCRIPTION :LZUC/,UEK/\ITQK ;@ﬁszl)ub’

G.R.0.W.S. WASTE I.D. § - [4E

HAZARDOUS WASTE STATUS MOA) HA-ZAZ{DOUﬁ

PARAMETER TOTAL (mg/kg) LEACHATE (mg/1)
Chemical Oxygen Demand JY??

Total Organic Demand 4&9
Cyanide

Percent Solids

Phenols
pH £.9 5. P
Arsenic 2. 8l O.004%
e pariun lad 3.0 0.59
Cadmium 4.2 Q. 4l
Chromium J?o _0.022
ClLs 2.72)
oo 27,9
Mercury 0. 0‘{5 £0.00!
 Molybdenun qo/?am <0.¢!
Nickel - [R0. D 0.3
Selenium 0.0%23 L0.m]
Silver 0.083 £0.007

*For future reference please provide the maximum concentration of this parameter
which can be expected in the subject waste material.




APPENDIX D: LIST OF COMPANIES AND CONTACTS



List of Companies and Contacts

INSPECTION TEAM

Angela Morales(Team Leader)
U.S. EPA Region 11

Source Monitoring Section
Edison, N.J. 08837

(201) 321-6623

John Witkowski

U.S.EPA Region 11
Emergency Response Section
Edison, N.J. 08837

(201) 321-6739

Hank Wheat/Mike Skirka
Ecology and Environment
300 McGraw Drive

Rariton Center 2nd floor
Edison, N.J. 08837

(201) 225-9659

GENERATOR

Paul Adamson, Plant Manager/Mr. Greenburg, Consultant/Alan Fisher, Secretary
Central Steel Drum Co.

704 Doremus Avenue

Newark, N.J. 07105

(201) 344-8500

TRANSPORTER

Jonas Waste Removal
Barkridge Road
Sewell, N.J. 08080
Phone Unknown

TREATMENT, STORAGE AND DISPOSAL FACILITY

Geological Reclamation Operations and Waste Systems Inc.(GROWS)
Bordentown and NewFord Mill Road

Morrisville, PA.

Samuel M. Lybrand

(215) 295-8114

LABORATORY CONTRACTER TO GROWS INC.
Ages Laboratory

Potstown, PA.

George Buchanon, Director

(215) 326-9861

ENVIRONMENTAL CONTRACTOR TO CSD
Environmental Consulting Testing
496 North Kings Highway

Cherry Hill, N.J.

Gordon Yetta, Vice-President
(609) 779-1195




Facility Information

Central Steel Drum Co.
704 Doremus Avenue
Newark, N.J. 07105
NJD011482577

Company Contact

Lance Gold-Plant Manager = B o,
(607) 865-4141 B 3

Survey Participants

Angela Morales (201) 321-6623
Steve Hale
John Alonso -

Date of Inspection

December 28, 1981

Purpose of Survey

A RCRA compliance inpection was performed on the Central Steel Drum Company
located in Newark, N.J. by Angela Morales, Steve Hale and John Alonso of
the Environmental Services Division of the U.S. E.P.A. Region II. The
inspection involved a further record review (a follow-up of the December 7,
1981 inspection) and a sampling inspection.

Record Review

A review of the paper work for incoming "empty drum" shipments revealed
that a manifest system is not used. Central Steel Drum Co. (CSD) uses

a Bill of Lading System instead. Stamped on a Bill of Lading form

sent by the KTXK Corporation (a RCRA non-notifier, status 6) to CSD was
this statement;

"Attention! Some Containers Hazardous When Emptied.
Since Emptied Containers Retain Product Residues
(Vapor or Liquid), All Labeled Hazard Precautions
Must be Observed."

Sampling
Samples were taken at the following locations:

1) Creek: Water 4 liters-NVOA
vials-POA
1 quart-Task 1&2(metal scan)

N

—_

Sediment quart jar-NVOA and POA

1l quart jar-Task 1&2(metal scan)



2) Sludge in incinerator bin:

1 guart jar - NVOA, POA
1 quart jar - Task 1&2
1 guart jar - EP Toxicity

3) Sludge in overturned drum:
1 quart jar - NVOA, POA

\/ The results of the samples are pending and should be available in
approximately one month.

After having obtained the samples, we gave Lance Gold, the plant manager,
a receipt and split samples.

As we were getting ready to leave, the inspection crew noticed that
employees unloading a trailer had called Mr. Gold over. Ms. Morales
approached Mr. Gold and inquired as to what was causing the commotion.
Mr. Gold then explained that his men were unloading a truck which
contained "heavy drums"(drums with more an inch of waste). When asked
where the shipment came from, Mr. Gold had no idea. When Mr. Gold

was asked where the shipment would be sent, again he had no idea.

Mr. Gold stated that CSD has customers who drop off shipments overnite
and leave them at their facility.

The following day, Ms. Morales called CSD and asked to speak with Mr.
Adamson (also a CSD plant manager). Mr. Adamson had been employed for
a longer period of time(about 1 year as opposed to 3 months as in the
case of Mr. Gold) by CSD and would probably have a better idea of
incoming shipments. When asked where the shipment came from, he
informed Ms. Morales that he was not aware of this particular shipment.

Comments

There seems to be an obvious lack of concern on the part of the Central
Steel Drum Co. with respect to incoming shipments with more than an inch
of waste. The Central Steel Drum Co. had stated in the past that they do
not accept drum shipments containing more than an inch of waste. CSD has
not made an effort to notify the sender of this shipment.

Additional inquiries will be made as to the origin of the shipment.



